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they are submitted as prospectusss im
cordance with section Wa) s they shall be
subjeet to the provisions of sshsection (2) of

wetld act on all prospectuses by May 15 in,
ted. Prospectuses rejected by mmjority vobe,

by comemnittee
amee with section Wa) of that Act. Swech
psojects weunld be comsidered for Conamittee
actien anly i they are sshmiited as prespec-

to send all prespectuses wp before May 15
instesd of im a piecermeal fashiom through-
out the year. The Commitice cannet make
rational judgments en the program whes it
is submitted piecemeal, and it should not be
te sct om one group of projects
it does not kmow what clse may later

be submiited the same year.g -

TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AND
SOVIET INDUSTRIAL ESPIONAGE

® Mr. GARN. Mr. President, recently
I introduced legisiation, 8. 434, that

militarily significant Western technol-
ogy and equipment through legal and
illegal means. The Soviet effort is mas-
sive, well plamned, and well managed—
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must organize more effectively than it
has in the past to protect the mutual
security interests of ourselves and our
allies. The Office of Strategiec Trade
Act of 1983 addresses the Inability of
the current export control system, as
adwinistered by the Department of
Commerce, to carry ouf its responstbil-
ities under the Export Administration
Act. The bill is a rewrite of the Export
Administration Act of 1979 and it
adopted would repince that act when
it expires on September 30, 1963.

Recently, I read a copy of 8 speech

halter, the Direetor of the Intelligence
Comnrunity Staf?, states that—

Stealing teehnology has been assigned the
highest priority for KGB (Seviet Intellf-
gemce Service) and GRU (Military Intelli-
gence Service) collection. -

The Soviet State Committee for Sci-
ence and Technology relies on these
two agencies to acgunire about 70 per-
cent of its techmology acquisition re-
quirements. The Soviet™ Union, =
nation plagued with overcentraliza-
tiom, low productivity, and Jack of
imagination, has a fundamental de-
pendency upon American technology
fer its own military expansion. These
are not unwarranted suspicions, these
are facts. We need to be semsitive to
the extent of Soviet efforts to scquire
Western techmology through {Ilegal
means. I therefore commend Admniral
Burkihalter for his tine statiement on
this subject, and I urge my colleagues
te review his remoarks.

I ask that Admiral] Burkhalter’s
statement be printed in the Reconn.

The statement foRlows:
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telligence sre enly just beginning to see the
resulting enhancements in Soviet weapens
and sennors.

R is not ncws to any of you that the
Soviet Union has been embarked on & mas-
sive military bdufidup for nearly two decades
now. They have fielded semne 200 new
weapon sysiems per decade since the early
1960s, and the pace continues. Seviet mili-
tary manuisctwing capacily expanded 80
percent ever this peried. Today, one quarter
of aB these plants sre wndergoing further
expansion. The Soviets sre dullding new
tanks, new bombers, new fighters, missiles,
submarines, cruisers, even full-seale aireraft
carriers.

You in this room kmow better than

warfare.
Bay Area, we stand fn the heart of the
greatest coneentration

[ of high-technology
industry in the Western world. Surely the
Soviets must have a Silicon Valley of their
:m.nmwﬂngtbdrnaﬂwenmuy’ buil-
up.

Yes, the Soviets do hawe such an industry.
Umnfortunsicly, yeu are part of it.

Anyome who has studied the Soviet econo-
my knows that i is plageed by overcentrali-
zation, buregucratic inartia, ow productiv-
ity, and lack of imagination. There are se-

base, even its agriculture? The Soviet Union

termns to you, to the best techmological

minds in the world, for what it needs.
What 1 am about to deacribe for you in

Bmlﬂx'bmstmﬂmthem
Union could depend upon the West for mill-
tary tectwmsiogy, back in the 1928s. “The
capitaiisia,” ssid Lenin, “will sell us the rope
we need to hang them.””

meny distinctive fentures of

As voraclous as the Soviet appetite for
American “technology s their cellection
effort is not like a simple vacuum cleaner,
At the highest level, the Soviet State Com-
nmittee for Science and Technology consid-
era the needs of the Soviet military, and—to
& lesser extent—the civilian scientific and
industrial communities. It formulates these
technology needs into acquisition require-

About 30 percent of these technolegy re-
Quirements can be met by legal, oper
means. subacribing to periodicals such s
Aviation Week, attending international cen-

E
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the publie, much of it only recently declassi-
fied.

As voluminous and valuable as this openly
available information is—and who is this
room has not been shocked by the details of
sensitive projects being published in the
open press?—as voluminous as this unres-
tricted information is, it constitutes less
than a third of what the Soviet State Com-
mittee for Science and Technology figures it
needs. For about 70 percent of its technol-
ogy acquisition requirements, the Commit-
tee turns to the Soviet intelligence services:
the KGB, and the military intelligence serv-
ice, the GRU.

Technology acquisition is not just another
requirement laid on Soviet intelligence, rel-
egated to a position low on the priority list.
Former KGB officers and their agents, now
in the West, have told us quite clearly that
acquiring—stealing—technology has been as-
signed the highest priority for KGB and
GRU collection. Because of the tangible
nature of the target, success is easily meas-
ured: collection of technical information
and devices wins sure praise for Soviet intel-
ligence officers from the KGB and GRU
bosses. In fact, the two services compete
strenuously for such recognition, each
trying to outdo the other in sending high-
value technology back to Moscow.

Now let me describe the Soviet industrial
espionage effort in this country by the use
of examples. Each of these recent cases il-
lustrates various facets of the Soviet intelli-
gence threat to American high-technology
industry.

First, let me emphasize that the Soviets
have been at the technology transfer game
for a long time, as Lenin’s comment about
the capitalists and the rope indicates. It is
not just a recent phenomenon. Everyone re-
calls the Soviet theft of our atomic weapons
technology after World War II. They copied
the B-29 bomber, calling it a Tu-4. The
engine in their Korean War-vintage Mig-15
fighter was copied from Rolls Royce.

Unfortunately, there are many cases from
more recent times which hit a little close to
home.

In 1977, & man named William Holden
Bell was working as a radar engineer in the
Los Angeles area. Bell had gotten himself
into financial problems; he was burdened by
overdue debts and back taxes. He had &
neighbor named Marian Zacharsky, who
made no secret of the fact that he was the
West Coast manager of a Polish machinery
importing firm named POLAMCO. PO-
LAMCO is incorporated in Delaware and Il-
linois, and has offices not only in Los Ange-
les, but also in Chicago and Detroit.

Now Zacharsky did not strong-arm Bell
into giving him secrets. He was much more
subtle. They played tennis together, saw
each other socially. They became friends,
and, if Bell needed anything, he needed a
friend. A friend able to help him out of his
financial difficulties. Bell provided Za-
charsky several business contacts, quite
harmless, and was surprised when in return
Zacharsky gave him $4,000 in cash. Za-
charsky went on to tell Bell that if he con-
tinued to provide valuable assistance to PO-
LAMCO, he might even be hired as a well-
paid consultant. My friends, the hook was in
and set.

Bell was anxious to cinch the job, and to
prove his value to Zacharsky, gave him a
SECRET document he had been working
on. More money changed hands. Seeing the
light at the end of his financial tunnel, Bell
laid his hands on more classified documents
and gave them to his new-found friend:
specifications for the F-15 fighter’s look
down/shoot down radar, the B-1 and
Stealth quiet radar, an all-weather tank
radar, the Phoenix air-to-air missile, the Pa-
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triot and Improved Hawk surface-to-air mis-
siles, a towed-array submarine sonar.

Over a three-year period, Zacharsky gave
Bell $110,000 for all this information. A lot
of money for Bell, but for the Soviets it was
dirt cheap. They saved hundreds of millions
of dollars and years of research and devel-
opment time.

The Bell/Zacharsky case illustrates sever-
al facts about Soviet industrial espionage
that I would like to point out.

Note first that I said Soviet espionage,
while Zacharsky was a Polish agent. Eastern
European agents who have defected to the
West or who have been apprehended and
questioned have made it perfectly clear:
their intelligence services are closely en-
twined with those of the Soviet Union. They
respond to Soviet collection tasking, and the
USSR benefits from everything of value
that they collect.

Note too that Zacharsky represented an
overt, legal, Polish trading company while
also conducting clandestine intelligence
oprations. There are more than 30 such
firms in the United States, under Soviet or
East European ownership, and all of them
provide cover for intelligence collection op-
erations. In fact, these firms chartered in
the U.S. can legally buy controlled technol-
ogy. Only when they attempt to export it
are they breaking the law. To say the least,
this is a distinction that is tremendously dif-
ficult to police.

Let me point out another important fact.
Bell was not a political radical or a subver-
sive; he did not seek out Zacharsky and try
to sell him secrets; nor was he blackmailed.
In virtually every case, Soviet recruitment—
and that’s what it was in the Bell case—
Soviet recruitment is more subtle. Bell
needed a friend, so Zacharsky was friendly.
Bell needed money, so Zacharsky provided
it. Zacharsky was not a heavy-handed,
trench-coated caricature of the Soviet
agent. He was in his 30s, tanned, athletic,
little accent. p

Note too that Bell kept up his treason for
three years. He had little difficulty in get-
ting access to projects he had no need to
know about. He had little difficulty in get-
ting documents out of the building in which
he worked. His superiors and co-workers
knew he was under financial duress, but
paid no special attention when his problems
suddenly ceased. He made no secret of his
association with POLAMCO, and in fact
travelled openly to Austria and Switzerland,
where he met with Polish agents. As of the
time Bell was arrested in 1980, his security
background investigation had not been up-
dated in 28 years. Twenty-eight years.

Let me move on to another case, a very
different one.

There is a computer software company in
a Virginia suburb of Washington, named
Software AG of North America. The compa-
ny had developed a highly sophisticated
program for data base management named
ADABAS. In 1979, a Belgian purchasing
agent contacted Software and tried to buy
the ADABAS program, It soon became clear
that the Belgian was representing the
Soviet Union, and the company contacted
the FBI. Software AG strung the agent
along for seven months, during which time
the amount he offered for the program tri-
pled, and he made repeated assurances that
the company’s proprietary interest would
not be compromised, as the Soviets were not
about to turn around and sell the program
to Software’s competitors.

Finally, the Belgian got discouraged, but
that was not the end of the Soviet effort.
The Belgian purchasing agent next went to
another company in the same building and
asked them to procure the ADABAS pro-
gram for him. They too called the FBI. Fi-
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nally, an FBI agent posing as a Software
employee who had stolen the program tape
delivered it to the Belgian, who was prompt-
ly arrested. ~

Still that was not the end of the Soviet
quest for the ADABAS program. In 1981, at
two trade shows in Washington, Soviet dip-
lomats tried to buy the program from the
company. When they were turned down, in-
quiries came in from the Hungarian embas-
sies in the United States, and later in West
Germany and Japan. When the Hungarians
were turned down, the Poles began to show
an interest in getting the program.

Well, what lessons are to be learned from
the Software/ADABAS case?

First, note that it was a Belgian purchas-
ing agent who was so closely involved in the
case. While there are more than 30 Soviet
and East European trading companies and
other commercial offices in the United
States, there are more than 300 of them in
Western Europe. As in the United States,
almost all of them are engaged in acquiring
Western technology for Soviet use.

The West European connection is impor-
tant, and has many variations. Sometimes,
these Soviet front organizations will try to
buy restricted technology directly from
American firms. Sometimes, they engage
bona fide European firms as middlemen to
obscure the ultimate destination of restrict-
ed equipment. Often they will deal with Eu-
ropean subsidiaries of U.S. companies,
hoping that controls may be a bit more lax.
The variations are numerous. The results
are the same. The Soviet intelligence serv-
ices are involved in all such operations.

Second, take note that the Soviets knew
exactly what they wanted. They were not
just shopping around for a useful computer
program. While the technology acquisition
effort has been compared by some to &’
vacuum cleaner, in fact, it is a highly fo-
cused, well-managed collection program.
Soviet agents have very specific shopping
lists, right down to the model numbers.

Note too that the Belgian purchasing
agent finally struck a deal with a man he
thought was a Software employee out to
make a fast buck by selling a computer tape.
This did not seem odd to the Belgian, be-
cause as we all know, employee theft of
high-technology materials is a severe and
unfortunately common problem. For all its
benefits, miniaturization has made pilfering
relatively easy. Whether we are talking
about tapes, chips, or production tools, we
know that some of these materials are find-
ing their way into Soviet hands.

Finally, note once again the use of East-
ern European services for Soviet purposes:
in this case, both the Hungarians and the
Poles.

The third example is different from either
of the two cases I have already described.

In the latter 1970s, there was a company
in Corona, California, named Spawr Optical.
They made high-precision laser mirrors for
U.S. Defense Department projects. Now Mr.
Spawr wanted to expand his business, but
had few scruples about how he went about
it. Spawr hired a West German representa-
tive and through him offered his laser mir-
rors to the Soviet Union. His first shipments
he sent under falsified documentation and,
of course, he had not asked for an export
permit. Those mirrors are now in the USSR.
Perhaps bothered by his conscience, Spawr
did ask for an export license for the next lot
of laser mirrors, but was turned down. He
proceeded to export them under false cover
again. He was caught.

Fortunately, the Spawr case is unusual, a
case in which an American business know-
ingly and aggressively sold restricted mate-
rials to the Soviet Union. Unfortunately,

Approved For Release 2008/10/21 : CIA-RDP86B00338R000300430025-7



March 1, 1983
the case Is not unique. If there is & lesson in

has many bona fide eiviliam umes as well. In
the sale of advamced technology to the
Soviet Union, much is made at time of safe-
guards surrounding “dusl use™ equipment.
The Soviets are made to promise that tech-
nology which would be of value in military
systems will not be so used.

Let us look, for example, at the case of
two floating drydocks bullt i the West for
Soviet civilian use. These docks were beyond
the technical capabilities of Soviet ship-
yards to build: they would have had to

and this would have taken & great deal of
tine and expense. The first of these two
fioating drydocks was towed immediately
upon delivery to the Soviet NMavy's Pacifie
Fleet in 1978. The seeond dock was towed to
the Soviet Northern Fleet when it was deliv-
ered In 1981,

‘These “dual use” drydocks, which the So-
viets promised would be used omly for civil-
ian purposes, are aew being used to repair
Kiev-clasa sireraft carries, nuclear-powered
ballistic missile submarines, and other war-
shhips. They no doubt will also be used for
the new generatfon of Soviet aircraft carri-
ers projected for the 1996s. To my knowl-
edge, they have had no civitan use.

The Kama River truck plant, which I de-
scribed earlier, is another example of “dusd
Don’t ever forget: the Soviet military has
. first pick for any new technology acquired
in the West, ft is not a surreptitious, back-
door arrangement; it is part of the system.
When the state corntrols all aspects of the
economy as it dees in the Boviet Uniom,
there is little real differemtintion that cam
be made between cividian and military indus-
try.

This espionage effort that I have outlined
saves the Soviets billlons of dollars in re-
search and development. costs. It saves the
Soviets years in research and development
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thwe. Indsed, tn cost wa. benpfit tevmss, the
KGB is far and away the mest ccomennically
productive element of the Sovist economy,

‘because of its contributiom ia the fereign

But thie benefits to the Sovist Union do
not stop there. With our best technelogy in
hand, they con develop countermensures to

new, ever-
gle oo 0 ovewcorte teclmelogy we
have developed, which is new im Seviet
hands.

" Let us not fool ourselves by Mmagining
that Soviet technological dependemee on the
West in itself condemas them to permanent
inferiority. The Sowiets are able to learm
from our mistakes; they are ahie o select
the best from both technological workis;
they are able to focus wiat R&D capital
they do have on areas where we are the
weakest. And, of course, the United States
does mot always chosse to deplay wespons
using this advanced technology—oaften the
Saviets do. :
80, what are we doing to turn this asound?
In the govermment, ouwr efferts are focused
ix two areaz, domestic law enfercement and

iz prohibited ]

domestic law enforcement, but let
scribe for you briefly some of what col-
leagues in the law enforcement field are

deing.

The Commerce Departinent has beefed up
it Complfance Division, including the open~
ing of new fleld offices here in San Francis-

mation fram all ever the werld are woven
together to identify offenses in progress.
Operstion Exodus has already produced

Attorneys,
and representatives from the Commerce De-
partment, Customs, the FBI, and the IRS,
The Task Porce is setting wp Iaw enforce-
ment coordination linka with state and local
police, as well as with the technolegy hbusi-
pess in this area.

Because {4 ia the Soviet Uniom that is
behind this industrial espionage, the Ameri-
can infelligenee community has becomq
deeply involved in the national effort to
stem the hemorrhage of critica? techmology
to our adversaries. '

0338R000300430025-7

The administration is asking Congress for
modifications to the Freedom of Informa-
tionr Act to deny the public release of sensi-
tive techmolegieal information, especially
that relating to U.S. wespon systems.

There are many things that we in the gov-
emnment can do, but In the struggie to deny

¥y ]
des, in your production shops, in your sales
offices. Witheut your awareness and your
we wiil fafi in this erucial
security

cempanies werking om dessified defense
projects. vainarable are the many
emerging tech-

for, yeu are not only protectimg the United
States, but you are also dealing a crucial,
telling blow at the Soviet military buildup
itself.

Just remember: they cant do it without

-
e ———
SECURITY ASSISTANCE FOR EL
SALYADOR

o Mr. EAST. Mr. President, I have

‘We are redoubling owr efforts to learn as
exactly as passible what iters zre on the
Seviets’ shopping lists, so that industry and
law enforcement can take defemsive meas-

ure.

‘We are beefing up our counterintelligence
efforts, monitoring the activities of Soviet
and East Europealr agents more closely,
here in the United States, smd overseas, par
ticularly in Western Burope.

We are passing this intelligemee to the
Justice Departmemt, the FBI, the Com-
merce Department, and other elements af
the government t0 help them target their
countermeasures.

The government is 2iso taking measures
i= the policy area.

COCOM, the Coordinating Cenmmnittee for
Multhatersl Export Cwnirols, which con-
sists of the United States, the mejor West-
ern European countries, and Japam, is being

been dismayed in recent days by the
statements of some that military as-
gistanece t¢ El Salvador may damage
the U.8. economy. These comments
follow the Presidemt’s anmounced in-
tention of obtaining $60 million to
assist El Salvadors Government in
fighting Communist terrorists.

We know from the record that virtu-
ally all security assistance givem to for-
cign governments flows back into the
American economy since the funds in-
volved are provided for purchase of
American goods and services.

Yet the same individuals who cite
harm to the U.S. economy in connec-
tion with funds needed to hold back
communism in Central America would
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gladly permit billions of tax dollars to
leave the U.S. Treasury to support the
International Monetary Fund and
other international financial institu-
tions that back faltering socialist re-
gimes worldwide.

Through various devices, the U.S.
Government has already given $115.6
million tax dollars so far this year in
addition to $351.1 million last year to
the Communist regime in Poland. The
total gift to Poland is $466.7 million
with more on the way. But many of
the same Congressmen and Senators
who apparently think it is fine to bail
out a military dictatorship in Poland
will not support even a modest pro-
gram to help a country struggling to
prevent the kind of oppression that
Poland now suffers.

These motives are hard to under-
stand. Perhaps the most charitable
characterization is that logic has never
been known to burden particularly the
U.S. Congress.@®

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I have
one nomination on today’s Executive
Calendar that appears to be cleared.
May I inquire of the minority leader if
he is prepared to proceed to the con-
sideration of Robert A. Gielow, of Illi-
nois, to be a member of the Railroad
Retirement Board? . ’

Mr. BYRD. Yes, Mr. President, I am
prepared to proceed.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, there is
also the possibility that I shall make
more than one unanimous-consent re-
quest with respect to treaties while we
are in executive session. Therefore, I
ask unanimous consent that the
Senate now go into executive session
for the purpose of considering that
nomination and for the purpose of
making unanimous-consent requests
with respect to certain treaties.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to the consideration of ex-
ecutive business.

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to consider the nomination of
Robert A. Gielow, of Illinois, to be a
member of the Railroad Retirement
Board.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
nomination will be stated.

The assistant legislative clerk read
the nomination of Robert A. Gielow,
of Illinois, to be & member of the Rail-
road Retirement Board.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
sidered and confirmed.

Mr. BAKER. I move to reconsider
the vote by which the nominee was
confirmed.

Mr. BYRD. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the President be immediate-
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ly notified that the Senate has given
its consent to this nomination.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, before 1
ask the Senate to return to legislative
session, I hope we can clear two unani-
mous-consent requests with respect to
treaties. While I check on that, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

MONTREAL AVIATION
PROTOCOLS NOS. 3 AND 4

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I am
told that it is perhaps agreeable to
enter into a unanimous-consent agree-
ment on the Montreal Aviation Proto-
cols Nos. 3 and 4. I will state a request
now for the consideration of the mi-
nority leader and the Members of the
Senate.

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that at 11 a.m. on Monday, March
7, the Senate go into executive session
to consider Executive Calendar No. 1,
the Montreal Aviation Protocols Nos.
3 and 4.
» Further, I ask unanimous consent
that the treaty be advanced through
its various parliamentary steps up to
and including the presentation of the
resolution of ratification, that the
committee reported conditions be
deemed agreed to, and that the time
on the resolution of ratification be as
follows: Six hours on the resolution to
be equally divided between the chair-
man of the Foreign Relations Commit-
tee and the ranking minority member
or their designees, and that no further
understandings, reservations, condi-
tions, declarations, or statements shall
be in order.

I also ask unanimous consent that if
a rollcall vote is ordered on the resolu-
tion of ratification; it occur at 11 a.m.
on Tuesday, March 8, 1983.

Finally, Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that there be 1 hour of
debate prior to the vote on Tuesday to
be equally divided between the distin-
guished Senator from Kansas (Mrs.
KassesauMm) and the distinguished mi-
nority leader (Mr. BYRrD) or his desig-
nee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection?

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, there is
no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICE. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The text of the resolution of ratifi-
cation is as follows:

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators pres-
ent concurring therein), That the Senate
advise and consent to the ratification of Ad-
ditional Protocol No. 3 to Amend the Con-
vention for the Unification of Certain Rules
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Relating to International Carriage by Air,
signed at Warsaw on October 12, 1929, as
Amended by the Protocols done at The
Hague, on September 28, 1955, and at Gua-
temala City, March 8, 1971 (hereinafter,
Montreal Protocol No. 3); and Montreal Pro-
tocol No. 4 to Amend the Convention for
the Unification of Certain Rules Relating to
International Carriage by Air, signed at
Warsaw on October 12, 1929 as Amended by
the Protocol done at The Hague on Septem-
ber 8, 1955 (hereinafter Montreal Protocol
No. 4): Provided that:

(1) the President shall not deposit the in-
struments of ratification for the United
States until he has determined that a satis-
factory supplemental compensation plan, as
reviewed and approved by the Civil Aero-
nautics Board or its appropriate successor,
will be in operation for the United States;
and

(2) the President shall give notice of de-
nunciation of these Protocols by the United
States if, at any time after their entry into
force for the United States, he determines
that a satisfactory supplemental compensa-
tion plan, as periodically reviewed by the
Civil Aeronautics Board in light of new eco-
nomic or other relevant circumstances, is
not in operation for the United States, or
that the best interests of United States air-
line passengers are not otherwise served by
continued adherence to these Protocols by
the United States; and

(3) the United States Government shall
continue actively to seek to negotiate higher
limits on the liability of carriers than those
provided under these Protocols.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Prerident, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT—SENATE

RESOLUTION 76

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I wish
to propound a unanimous-consent re-
quest, as in legislative session.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that tomorrow at 11 a.m. the
Senate turn to the consideration of
Senate Resolution 76, the resolution
containing the committee budgets for
the several committees of the Senate.
I further ask unanimous consent, Mr.
President, -that no nongermane
amendments be in order to the resolu-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection?

Mr. BYRD. There is no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BAKER. Mr, President, I thank
the minority leader. As I indicated ear-
lier, to do that required the waiver of
the 1-day rule and the 3-day rule. I am
most grateful to the minority leader
for arranging that so that the Senate
will have that important piece of busi-
ness to dispose of at that convenient
hour.

CALENDAR OF BUSINESS

Mr. President, there are certain

other things that can be done tomor-
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